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Leamer-Rosenthal Prizes for Open Social Science 
 
 

COMPETITION RULES 
 
Transparent research is integral to the validity of social science – especially when this research informs policy and affects the lives of millions 
around the world. Today, researchers are not explicitly rewarded for disclosing their data collection and analysis methods, registering detailed pre- 
analysis plans, or making data and other research materials available to the public. There are also poor incentives for engaging in projects that 
advance our understanding of research transparency. 

 
In order to promote transparent research, and to offer recognition and visibility to scholars practicing open social science, the Berkeley Initiative for 
Transparency in the Social Sciences (BITSS) has launched two prizes named for pioneers who helped lay the foundation of research transparency, 
economist Edward E. Leamer and psychologist Robert Rosenthal. The John Templeton Foundation generously supports the prizes. 

 
Flexibility with prize guidelines is essential to accommodate the interdisciplinary nature of the competition. Criteria are also expected to evolve, as 
practices change over time and researchers continue to identify concrete pathways to move the community forward. The guidelines outlined below 
reflect the current state of best practices in transparent research. We plan to review them each year, in close partnership with our partners and 
affiliates. 

 
Applications will be assessed by a review committee composed of seven judges, out of which a minimum of three will be external to BITSS, its 
Board, and Executive Committee. Judges will also represent a minimum of three different social science disciplines. External judges will be drawn 
from the editorial board of academic journals, donor organizations, professional society committee, and government agencies. All reviewers will be 
required to sign a conflict of interest policy. 

 
Prize winners will be awarded and invited to present at the BITSS Annual Meeting at the University of California, Berkeley, in December 2015. 

 
About Edward E. Leamer and Robert Rosenthal: Edward E. Leamer, PhD, is the Chauncey J. Medberry Chair in Management and Professor in 
Economics & Statistics at UCLA. He is well known for his 1983 paper, “Let’s Take the Con Out of Econometrics.” Leamer explains how easy it is for 
researchers to adapt their research models to produce nearly any desired result. Robert Rosenthal, PhD, is the Edgar Pierce Professor of 
Psychology at the University of California, Riverside. He is best known for his 1979 paper, “The ‘File Drawer Problem’ and Tolerance for Null 
Results.” Rosenthal describes how studies showing null, complex, or inconclusive results often fail to get published, remaining in a so-called “file 
drawer.” 

 
ENTRY DEADLINE: September 13, 2015 
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 Emerging Leaders in Open Social Science Research Leaders in Open Social Science Education 

Description Focusing on young scholars, this prize will reward graduate 
students, postdoctoral researchers, and junior faculty who (i) 
have conducted studies demonstrating exceptionally 
transparent and reproducible research practices, or (ii) have 
engaged in projects advancing our understanding of research 
transparency and/or methodological tools to achieve this 
objective. 

This prize will reward university instructors who have 
developed a curriculum on research transparency, or 
incorporated at least three lectures on the topic into a relevant 
course. The objective of this prize is to mainstream the 
teaching of open and transparent research practices, 
equipping the next generation of researchers with the most 
reliable, reproducible, and valid methods to advance scientific 
frontiers. 

Eligibility Doctoral students, postdoctoral researchers, junior faculty 
(un-tenured, within 3 years of nomination) at higher education 
institutions. 

Instructors (typically ladder-rank faculty) who teach at 
research-focused higher education institutions. 

Awards 4 to 6 awards per year ($10,000 to $15,000 each). 
 
If submissions meet the review committee's quality 
standards, one award will be made in each of the following 
disciplines: 
• Economics 
• Political Science 
• Psychology 

 
The remaining awards will be made contingent on receiving 
enough eligible applicants. These can be awarded as an 
additional prize in one of the above disciplines, or in another 
social science field (e.g. sociology, demography, geography, 
biostatistics). 

 
Awardees will be invited to present at the BITSS Annual 
Meeting, participate in transparency sessions at disciplinary 
convenings, and exchange with policy-makers at a workshop 
in DC (for a sub-group). Travel expenses will be covered. 

2 awards per year ($10,000 each). 

No disciplinary restriction within social sciences. 

Awardees will be invited to present at the BITSS Annual 
Meeting, participate in transparency sessions at disciplinary 
convenings, and exchange with policy-makers at a workshop 
in DC (for a sub-group).Travel expenses will be covered. 

Application Mechanism: Self or peer nomination. 
 
Required documentation: 
1. Research paper(s) and accompanying material. 
2. Statement of interest in research transparency. This can 

Mechanism: Self or peer nomination. 
 
Required documentation: 
1. Course syllabus and accompanying material. 
2. Statement of teaching philosophy, with a focus on 
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 be written on behalf of the applicant in case of peer 
nomination. 

3. One letter of support from a faculty member. For    
confidentiality, letters of support can also be sent to 
awais@berkeley.edu. Please subject the email BITSS 
Emerging Leaders Prize Letter of Support. 

research transparency in education. This can be written 
on behalf of the applicant in case of peer nomination. 

3. Two letters of support, either from students enrolled in the 
course or peers familiar with the subject matter. For 
confidentiality, letters of support can also be sent to 
awais@berkeley.edu. Please subject the email BITSS 
Leaders Prize Letter of Support. 

Incentive 
rationale 

• Grad students and young scholars have limited track record 
(publications) and need to build up their CVs; prizes can be 
important motivators. 
• New scholars are expected to be at the vanguard of their 
fields, demonstrating that they are pioneers. 
• In addition to a cash prize, the opportunity to present at the 
BITSS Annual Meeting serves as professional recognition, 
with exposure to senior researchers and high symbolic value. 

• Faculty members have little reward/incentive to integrate 
transparency methods into well-developed course materials. 
• The opportunity to present at BITSS institutes or 
conferences provides peer recognition. 
• Cash prize could help hire a teaching assistant to help 
further develop or scale up the course. 

 

mailto:awais@berkeley.edu
mailto:awais@berkeley.edu
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Reviewers’ 
guidelines 

Type of submission A: 
Exceptionally transparent and reproducible research 

 
• Registration: Was the study registered beforehand and in 
what level of detail? Did the registration follow a reporting 
protocol (when appropriate)? 
• Pre-analysis plans: Did the registration include a pre- 
analysis plan? Did the final analysis follow the pre-analysis 
plan? If not, how carefully documented was the justification 
for the exploratory research? 
• Power calculations: Were appropriate power calculations 
made to determine sample size? 
• Data availability: Is the data available on a trusted 
repository? If so, is it available in a non-proprietary, universal 
file type or available for use in various statistical packages? 
Is the data well documented –with metadata, a codebook, or 
readme file? 
• Code availability: Is the code available on a trusted 
repository? Was the code written using a version control 
platform? Is the code “literate programming” (i.e. is it well 
commented and clearly explains the analysis?) 
• Material availability: If the research included original data 
collection, is the accompanying material (e.g. surveys) 

• Impact: How many students are enrolled in the course? Is 
the course likely to be offered in following years and will 
additional sections be added? Does the class provide 
exportable course material such as a complete syllabus, 
PowerPoint presentations and sample exam and problem set 
questions? 
• Subject matter: How focused is the course on 
transparency? How in-depth is the course material? Does the 
class incorporate the latest tools and methods used to 
increase transparency? Is the class interdisciplinary? Is the 
course offered through multiple departments? 
• Quality of instruction and applicability: How 
good/thorough is the class material? How clearly is the 
material presented? Does the class equip students with 
practical and novel approaches for conducting transparent 
research? Does the class make it easy for students to apply 
what they learn in their dissertation or some other research 
project? 
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 available on a trusted repository? 
• Reporting Standards: Does the research follow good 
reporting standards? Is there a detailed intervention 
implementation protocol? Are the statistical methods used 
described in sufficient detail? 
• Ethical standards: Does it follow good ethics? Is it IRB 
approved? Is the data anonymized? 

 
Type of submission B: 
Advances in the understanding of research transparency 

 
• Significance: What does the study add to the existing 
literature on transparency and how important is the 
contribution? Do the policy or relevant implications of the 
paper have the potential to improve research and publishing 
norms on a large scale? 
• Relevance: Does the study provide insight into how to 
improve the rigor of research? Does the problem statement 
provide evidence of a threat to the credibility of research? Are 
the stated problem and proposed solution addressed in the 
study consistent with BITSS’s research priorities? 
• Soundness of methodology: Is the methodology rigorous? 
Is the statistical significance of the results methodologically 
sensitive? Are the assumptions motivating the analysis 
reasonable? Is the research design clear and well- 
articulated? 
• Transparency: Was the study pre-registered? Was data 
and code made available? Does the study provide a 
methodology section sufficiently detailed to allow for its 
replication? 
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